
47507 Decision No. __ _ 

BEFORE THE PUB.L.IC U'rI~I'l'IE$ COMIv~ISSION OF THE $'XATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Investigation ) 
1n to .the rates, rules" regulations,) 
charges, allowances .. and practices ) 
01' all common carriers" highway ) 
carriers and city c.arrier.s.·.relating) 
to the transportation:"ot<property. ) 

OPINION AND ORDER 

Case No. 4808 

By peti tion tiled in this proceeding on April 24 .. 19.50, 

The Motor Truck Association of Southern California and the '!'ruck 

Omers Association or California ask that the Commission l11nvestigate 

tae cost involved 1n tne transportation of commodities by common 

carriers by railroad in carload lots, and that upon the basis of 

such costs deter.mine snd fix just .. reasonable, sufficient and non­

discriminatory rates, charges, class1ficat10ns, rules, regulations 
, 

and practices tor transportation 01' commodities in carload lots by 

rail common carriers and by radfal and highway common carriers ,and 

con trac t carri ers. rr 

Petitioners state that a majority of all tonnage trans­

ported by highway carriers moves at the carload rates established 

and tixed by the rail common carriers or at rates ~or.med by the Use 

01' carload rail rates plus the minimum rates set for distances· 

beyond rail head. They allege that "tho existing carload rail rates 

for transportation ot commodities between points in this State are 

not reasonable or sufficient rates and are not justified by actual 

competitive transportation rates of competing carriers or the cost 

ot other means of transportation. II 
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-Replies to the petition were :filed by Southern Pacific 

Company, 'rhe Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rai:hlay Company, The 

\'Jestern Pacific R~ilroad Company and Union l'ac:Lfic Railroad Company, 

by the California Manufacturers Association and by the Los Angeles . ./ 

Chamber of Commerce. The replies state that ar.L investigation of the 

r.lyriad carload commodity rates in effect on California intrastate 
.' 

traffic would' require many years to complete, would effectively 

prevent adjustment in the meantime of a single ,carload rate which 

the needs of commerce may require, and would be contrary to the 

public interest. The rail lines declare that pf~t1tioners,r general 

allegation that eXisting carload ra.il rates in their entirety are 

not reasonable or sufficient is obviously not true, and is not 

worthy of serious conSideration by the Commi:zsio'n. The rail carriers,. 

the California Manufacturers Association and the Los Angeles Chamber ~ 

of Commerce ask that the petition be denied. 

The petition does not seek to attack a::lY specific rate, 

but rather requests the COllltlission immed:i.ately t<, undertake an 

investigation of the entire carload rail rate structure. Petitioners 
..... ,. 

., 

have been requested in writing by the Commission's starr, not only 

once but several times, to amend their pe:tition to specify what rate 

or rates they consider to be unlawful. two year~; nave passed. No 

amendment has been forthcoming. The petition as it stands does not 

state clearly and concisely the relief sought. 

The petition will be denied. 'rhis action 1s without 

prejudice to the filing by petitioners of an appropri~te complaint 

concerning any rate or rates '''hich they may consider to be unlawful. 

Therefore', good cause appearing, 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the aforesaid petit1on, t1led 

in this proceeding on April 24, 19.50, be and ~t :ls hereby denied 

wi th.out prejud.1ce. 

Th1,s ord.er shall ·become effect1ve twenty (20) days atter 

th3 date hereof'. 

Dated at San Francisco, Cal1fornia, tbis ddayOr 

July, 1952. 
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